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Why an innocent bird study went straight

wenty years ago, &

team of Smithso-

nian researchers
. landed on a string
| of remote Pacific
f islands to study
i the comings and goings of sea
{birds—tems, albatrosses,
i gulls. But there was another
{ reason they were there, one
‘ stamped “Secret.” The lead-

i ers of this scholarly band of

' curators and ecologists re-
" ported their findings to mili-

tary scientists whose interest
was not birds but biological
weapons.

The Pacific project was
two separate missions exist-
.ing side by side: the Smithso-
‘nian’s and the Pentagon's.

The Smithsonian was only
too eager to be given funds to
study bird migratory patterns
and the military was eager to
find “safe” sites for atmos-

. pheric testing of biological

weapons in the Pacific. Such
sites could be determined
| from the Smithsonian re-
search.

i An Army spokesman says
- military scientists wanted to
. be certain germs would not
| be spread beyond the test
| sites - by migrating Dbirds.
! Other military scientists also
| wanted to know if sea birds

could be used as carriers of
" biological weapons, winging -
deadly disease across borders.
* In military terms, birds could
be “avian vectors of disease.” !
The secret contract was an
odd departure for the Smith-

hsonian Institution, beloved |

! and benign. Although the
i Smithsonian has for decades

contracts with the Depart-
ment of Defense, as it has
with other federal depart-
ments and agencies, the Pa-
cific Ocean Bird Project was
not just another contract.
Smithsonian  researchers
burned copies of some project
notes and correspondence

of their originals are pre-
served in acid-free bozxes
deep - within the Smithso-
nian’s own archives, which
are open to the public. For-
gotten by mzny, consulted by
few, the 17 square feet of
records contain day-by-day
accounts, maps, photos and
correspondence with the mili-
| tary. All are pieces of a puzzle
. that show the Pacific Ocean.
' Bird Project was one of the
largest and most mysterious
undertakings in the institu-
tion’s 139-year history.

The Smithsonian said at
the time that no part of the
project was classified “se-

{ had unclassified research

with the military, but many

cret.” It was. The Smithso- |

nian questioned how its
scientists could knmow the
military would use its study
for biological weapons re-
search. Some of those In
charge of the project did
know. In the end, the bird
study caused a major self-
examination  within  the
Smithsonian that brought
about a rededication to never
| again take on a secret study.

" And today, 15 years after the
"project ended, a timeless

question remains: What re-

sponsibility do scientists and
institutions have to weigh
- how research—even basic re-
search—will be used?

THE PACIFIC project
spanned eight vears, cost the
Pentagon $3 million, and in-
_volved dozens of Smithsonian
staffers and Defense Depart-
. ment workers. From the first,
.the Smithsonian knew the
| contract was with the contro-

versial Fort Detrick biological

warfare research center in
! Frederick, Md. And even that
' fact was classified secret. The
. Smithsonian was prohibited
{from divulging anything
- about its work without clear-
+ ance from Fort Detrick.

Early letters to Smithso-
' nian contract officers made it
clear the Army’s interest
' went beyond ornithology. On
i Oct. 1, 1963, the Army Bio-
 logical Laboratories at Fort

to biological warfare experts at Fort Detrick w B! Ted Glll)

Detrick wrote to Smithsonian
administrators about “Ma-
terial containing Biological
Weapons System information
which reveals the nondescrip-
tive code designations for
BW  [Biologic Weapons]
agents. . .”

Although the pairing of the
Smithsonian and Fort De-
trick seems unlikely, in the

early 1960s there were
‘pumerous ties between the
1militm'y and research institu-
‘tions. The Smithsonian’s con-

tract was signed in October

1962, .the same month that
President Kennedy an-

nounced that Soviet missiles
were in Cuba Military ex-

otica flourished: mind control

through drugs, porpoises as
animate torpedoes, new con-

coctions of chemical and bio- -
logical weepons, turning life
against life. It was a macabre
time of Strangelovean fanta-
-sies when even one of God’s
gentlest creatures, a gull,
could be considered for a
' doomsday assignment.

And there was another,
simpler reason the Smithso-
nian took the contract.
Money. The Smithsonian
wanted more research funds.

The risks were great If
ward got out that the revered
Smithsonian was working on
a classified project sponsored

| ‘by the Army’s biological war-

Sartinuad
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fare brunch, the institution’s
entree to other countries
might be lost, and its image
blemished. There was a legal
guestion as well. Smithsonian
officials have long considered
secret research to be contrary
to the spirit, if not the letter,
of the 19th century trust es-
tablishing the institution.
The trust mandates that the
Smithsonian would be “for
the increase and diffusion of
knowledge among men.” Be-
cause of that, some at the
Smithsonian have refused to
believe that the institution
ever could have undertaken a
classified project.

“Never,” said David Chal-
| linor in a 1983 interview. The
" Smithsonian’s res

assistant secretary for sci-
- ence, who has been with the
institution since 1971, said:
“Why, by our very nature we
cannot do classified work. It
would violate the trust. This
is what the Smithsonian In-
stitution is all about. We have
to publish what we do. If we
‘don’t, we are living a lie.”
' But last year, Challinor
learned that parts of the Pa-
cific project had been classi-
fied. “It is only recently that I
' got the inside scoop on that
myself,” be said. “ ... it
didn’t smell right to me in the
first place.” , ‘
~ If it was not a lie that the
Smithsonian lived' during
that period, then it was a se-
lective rendering of the truth.
The Smithsonian touted the
project as a measure of its
devotion to the environment.
,“The project which surpasses
all others in number of per-
sonnel and size of the geo-
graphical area covered,” said
the Smithsonian’s 1965 an-
nual report. With a certain
irony, the report warned of
the hazards man posed to his
environment and himself:
Pt . man, in his struggle
to advance himself, . .. is
subjecting the total environ-
ment—water, atmosphere,
and living tissues—to physi-
cal and chemical influences
which need to be measured
now and in the future. For
unless these fundamental

changes in his environment
can be assessed, man himself,
through ignorance, may fall
victim to his own progress.”
That was written by Philip S.
Humphrey, then the Smith-
sonian’s chairman of the De-
t of Vertebrate Zool-
ogy and head of the Pacific
project. .
Smithsonian  researchers
did study the migratory pat-
terns of birds and the rich
ecological mix of species on
the islands. They published
reports detailing their find-
ings for the scientific com-
munity. And there is no evi-
dence that Smithsonian per-
sonnel took part in testing
biological weapons. :
Said the project’s research
curator, Arthur Binion Amer-
son: “The Pacific program
was one of the most success-
ful modern day field studies
. ever done. We were not in- |
_volved in any military activi- ’

ties. What they [the Depart- |

ment of Defense] did with it 1;
was their business.” :

THE PACIFIC study had
;projectswithinprojecta.One
was Operation Starbrite, de-
scribed in & 1964 Smithso-
inianreportdassiﬁed“Conﬁ-
| dential” by the Army. The
| Starbrite program -consi
" of monthly 15-day cruises
. aboard U.S. Navy vessels op-
" erating out of Pearl Harbor.
* Cruising a 50,000-square-mile
. grid of ocean and atolls, the -
Smithsonian personnel were
to record “all visible animal
life.” From sunrise to sunset,
~ they were to note the activity
" of birds, the species and
| numbers, and their every
lmovement .
Officers from Utah’s Fort
' Deseret Test Center, where
. biological weapans research
. was conducted, accompanied
| Smithsonian - scientists on
many “Starbrite cruises” to
‘islands with names like
' French i

-

“Attempts were made to
collect as many specimens as
possible,” noted & progress
report. “This was accom-
plished with 12-geuge shot-
guns [@ common me
collecting birds for research)
from the helicopter deck or
from a whaleboat.” Parasites
and stomach contents were
preserved for further study.

Another 1964 report de-
tails a biological survey of
Sand Island and Johnston
Atoll, described as an island
“naturally favored by birds as

" a breeding site and stopping

.off place.” Johnston, 700
miles southwest of Hawail,
was used between 1958 and
1962 as a nuclear testing site.
Since 1970, thousands of tons
of nerve gas have been stored

Smithso-
standard  procedure.  But
againstthebackgrmmd of the
military’s interest, their re-
ports read like passages out
of The Andromeda Strain.

—

there. -
Much of what the

Bird blood samples - were
taken within 20 minutes of
capture, placed in glass vials,
frozen, then shipped to Fort

: Detrick.

- Before the project was
over, 2 million birds were

. banded—Masked  Boobies,

Great Frigatebirds, Sooty
Terns. Some had orange
streamers tied to their legs 80
that their flight patterns
could be seen at sea. Many
were tracked by radar. Their
dates of arrival and departure

areas of origin.

By - 1964, less than
years into the study, security
measures were in at

the urging of the military.

and
Deseret Test Center.

In April of that year,
Smithsonian researchers were
told they needed a series of

: Frigate  Shoals,
Christmas Island and the
Phoenix Islands. - '

of | tions (Classified

T

*

inoculations. Some received
their shots at Fort Detrick. In
. a memo written that month, |
| under the heading “Inocula- |
Informa-
tion),” the Smithsonian's
\ Charles Ely wrote: “Deasion
 to get everyone in the project
immunized as soon as possi-
| ble without actually calling in

people from the field. Must
be very careful about the ap-
and consider it a rou-
| tine matter. Specifics may
not be discussed by phone.”
Alatermemospokeoffq-
sonne!l getting “antigent sic}
immunization” at Fort De-
trick. (Humphrey speculates
that the Army did not want
Smithsonian personnel to
contract diseases from the
test areas.)
Documents now a part of
the Smithsonian archives
ghow Ely was particularly
concerned with security. In
April of 1964 he wrote: “As
result of a recent security
meeting in Washington some

| been classified by the mili-
tary. It therefore becomes im-
portant that our people be
careful about dis-
side people. No one wants to
be branded a security risk as
a result of idle conversation.
“A discussion of this mat-
ter with SI [Smithsonian In-
stitution] under
you will vary with the indi-
‘vidualandhisknowledgeof
| the program . . . It should be
| enough for our men to know
that they are securing
' for the Division of Birds, SL
iandthatthemﬂitaryisinw-

Secitnued
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estadinleamingﬂneECOL
OGY (or environment) of
areas in which they may
somedaybeemnmiﬂed-Mili-
tary and ecology are both

Don‘tmeanvmvalshxp
names with term S [Smithso-
pian] ... don’t associate
DTC Test Center]
with S [Smithsonian] . . .
Don’t mention the Eastern
~orgamzabon (or live bird
shxp;nenta)manyegnnedion

opments . . .
dagger business is not for
me'”-. (.4,7‘ -
In a recent interview, Ely,
anomithologistlecmringin
zoology at Fort Hays State
UnivexﬁtymKamas,saidhe
could not discuss the specifics
i of the roject: “If they [the
- milf told me exactly
iwbatﬂxeywemgoingmdo
.and it were a secret, 1
wouldo't tell you That's
. what it boils down to.”
" Research curator Arthur
. Binion - Amerson said he
‘neveraskedwhatthemﬂi-
tary’s interests were. “We
knew what Detrick was sup-
to do, but we didn’t
know what they were doing
... Yes, we TUMOTS,
but we had no physical evi-
 dence of what was going on.”
g 'Projectheadl-l\nnphreyis
directorofthe*Mmeumof
Natural History at the Uni-
versity of Kansas. In a recent
interview,hesaid:“WhatI
knewwasthatthemilitary
-wasplanningeertainbiologi—
calweapomtesﬁngmthe
central Pacific and basically
theywantedtoknowwhether
it was safe. So it seemed to
me then, as now, there was &
clear distinction between the

i

it says, “have produced more

arboviris” Q Fever is an

can linger for months though
it is rarely fatal Humphrey
said the biological agents
were tested in aercsol fo
Humphrey said the Army
peeded the information to
preyentthespreadofthebio-
logical agents by birds, but
was not aware of any military
interest in using biras as car-
riersof agents. ~ ...

" He said he was uncomfort-
able with the notion of letting

learned about the tropical
ecology,” he said, “the more
complicated'rtseemedtobe
and the less feasible it
seemed to me biological
ons testing became.
made this point to various
peopleindudingmthePresi-
dent’s Scientific Advisory
Committee. I have no idea 28
of my expres-
Nevertheless,
says,“Ithinkthatwasatthnt
timeanapprqpriateﬁmction

them loose. “The more we |

1

|

~ suspicious, but

IN 1969, the secret es-
caped for a time a8 television
and newspaper reporters got
their stones
were met with public disbe-

Smithsonian’s

lief and the i
own indignant protestations.

~ A study of birds and nothing

more, the Smithsonian toid

" the Audubon Society, sens-

human iliness in the Western -
Hemigphere than any other

tors and puzzled museum pa-
trons.
Once before, in December

. 1964, there had been & brush

: withthepres&Elywroteina

form. “ and

memo that he received &
phone call from & local paper
inquiring about their work
asking about & tie-in with
the Atomic Energy Co is-
gion. “The reporter also

" copied a lot of misunderstood

. tripe from various books

|

| which I changed . .

and
some of
. All this

previous _articles,

| further convinced him that

i

|

; waSmithsonianadmmma-‘

l

l\‘ Natgnal
E
|

. ons. The

we are with AEC—which I
guessatleastthrowshimonn
cold trail.” T
Four years later, in
December 1968, the press
2 mMOre SErious
A project !
Broadcasting Com-
y continued to make in-

quiries of present and former .

employees concern-

ing work accomplished on the
” .

Aletterfromaresga;cher

| tor notes: “The ship’s name
Humphrey ' gnd our location are particu-
. larly touchy. Now NBC

| tie up the

can
Smithsonian and
the Hall [the USS Granville
S. Hall] and no telling what

The NBC report aired
Feb. 5, 1969. The nexi day in-
side The New York Times,
The Washington Post and
other papers, articles sug-

s link between the
Smithsonian  project and
chemical or biological weap-
Defense Depart-
ment denied any “military

. may De

" health-oriented

motive behind its sponsor-
ship.” The Smithsonian “In-
sisted that it had no know}-
edge that its migratory bird
study was in any way related
1o chemical-biological warfare
research.”

The Smithsonian attacked
the reports.

Science magazine wWroie &0
extensive article and quoted &
senior Smithsonian official
who “told Science ‘unequivo-
cally’ that the Smithsonian
‘bas never engmged ln any
kind of biological warfare re-
gearch’ He said there is ‘no
evidence’ that the Smithso-
pian has served 8s ‘an Unwit-
ting dupe or cloak for some
kind of biological warfare re-
search-Y "

1o & March 10, 1969, letter

to Rep. William F. Ryan,.

Smithsonian Secretary S. Dil-
lon Ripley wrote: “the Smith-
sonian Institution does mnot
gttempt to ascertain ressons
why an agency decides to
offer support for our scien-
tific efforts . .. Rarely, if
ever, are scientists or institu-
tions in & position to predict
bhow or where the date ar-
rived at from their studies
pe utilized. The line be-
tween the utilization of re-
search . information for
objectives
and other applications, (bio-
logical warfare for example)
is too fine to be discernible.”
Smithsonian records  do
not make it clear what senior
officials &t tne instirution
kmew about the project.

DURING THE YEARS
"of the Pacific project, there
 were many at the Smithso-
ciap with interests in both
 science and national security.
| Sidney R. Geller worked &t
' the Office of Naval Research
 from 1948 until 1965, when
he joined the institution.
While with the Navy, Galler
_oversaw projects related to
' what he called in a recent ip-
terview “environmental war-
fare” and was “instrumental”
_in helping Humphrey get a8

Continued

Declassified in - iti
in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/10/02 : CIA-RDP90-00965R00030260000
: - 1-3



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/10/02 : CIA-RDP90-00965R000302600001-3

contract to do research simi-

: . “The goa! of the NMNH
hich was later ex- the Pacific ject was not classified. S te_ofs.' »
e aed o the Pacic pror S O e ey ST [omith
pory 5 - : present, In which .
“] wasn't interested in the marked “secret,” Ripley said: )

3

sonian  Institution]  staff
» said Galler, “1 was In- T can't sav that 1 have ever seen members are involved is to

perms”snid Gallr, T 0| o p T ocoment belor NO.J¥  eure the compete fec ex-

terested in the BIUSE B i ever peen these things 1 can’t beld  change of scentific dats,

their behavior that co vou o that because it doesn't a. specimens and publications
' w7 v1 = B i i
utilized BITY W wthemmm-
e S e ot | oot Fem s i,
he naid, can “migrate tremendous % hat’s ut 1t group or sm;anomlxty. shliﬁ

and reach target areas Wi ) NMNH member

:&?97 percent accuracies.” He said | MILITARY FUNDING for the  onomge in research or seek
the Department of Defense was IDET- | pycific Ocean Bird Project came W fmnds from any sources that
ested in “the development of defen- | ;- eng on June 30, 1970, seven

) . - have any restrictive clauses_in
sive capabilities.” months after President Richard it that violate the above prin-
Galler said he was not aware ﬂm_t Nixon renounced the use of biological . Ciples.” uded
ithsonian contract was classl- | o, ong oy The project was canclu
ﬁﬂfésfthntacmﬂagemhﬂdm On the sixth floor of the Smithso- P

: But a final word belonged to
tested. Today Gller continues 0 | op Mygeum of Natural History, | thoge responsible for storing
work as a “consultant on environmen- | 4, gmithology department, BF€ | 4 gafe containing docu-
ta) warfare defensive strategies.” | thoysands of bird skins—1emS, | peneg op the project In a

At the time the Smithsonian €00~ | {}ieq gnd shearwaters—researchers | peh, 79 1971, letter to the
tract was brought back from the Pacific ProY | Defense Supply Agency,
1 8 ed ect. They are stacked drawer on top

ton of cabinet, Smithsonian General Counsel
the S early | of drawer, cabinet on top of ca Peter G. Powers wrote
&whﬂethe}’aaﬁcﬁﬁﬂsway mungameremmxscentofthe ‘“WhenthePaaﬁch;ect
| was under my—cmch”lmed c]osingshotin“RmdexsofﬂxeDJst

terminated on June 30, 1!()170,
o of ¢ CIA-Tront GIgaiiza- | a1y " e ey 10 find &
O e the Human Foology FWnd. | e scientists and researchers 8%t e 45 put the two drawer
| m thesm‘xthsonianweremcensedover ! Diebold container. 1t was
ig%m% the Pacific project. Ina Nov. 17,1963, * 11 0oq 4 1949, 94th Street,
| Tunder “Proect

memo the National Museum of Natt- - N’ and will be kept there
E o e Py e
| 5 tacked the project and reaffirmed the  Jansified project is obtained
: 0 Smithsonian’s founding principles: | py the Smithsonian”

i troversial
e vl | U o s sl
: studies. : - { nature that 0 o
5 %’m. the CIA funded 8 , . '+hemeelves informed of develop-

“By GOD, {,tOd wblleldiht;e

- t dead y I t

. mﬁm ments to insure that neither this proj- | :;gg?m ever cranked up

. mﬂm ect nor any other is allowed to affect | again” said David Challinor,

T aency documents released in | 4" ontific climate, access to datd o tince 1971 bas directed

: 1970s. Whether there was 8 CO0- | 4 cpecimens, or the good name of ' the Smithsonian’s scientific

. Seciion béiween the IUSODIADS | 40 Sritheonian Lnstitution i D&~ | regearch efforts. As a result of

‘ M tional and international science. The ™ | 41" pacific project and the
| om o: Information

ints are as foliows: . - . ! turmotl it caused, the Smith-
st e | TR G e e e
‘ awaiting D 8 " with Philip Humphrey as ' 1970,i & clause into i
. to e CIA spokesman. S »;ﬁwal Il’nvestiga’wr e * contracts §pecxﬁcally prohib- -
w c o e e ed in will terminate without reser- . iting classified work and re-
ARMICHAEL was succeed

" vations of any sort on June  quiring all findings to be pub-

! 1 . on Ripley,  ap Oormi-
) ) 1 or. ar
! thologst.

~ |ey was on assignment I ce a;n
\ Wm ) | w
| e orex-um:\e.;e o0 a 1983 Department  of Vertebra

" 30, 1970. Simultaneous termi- | lished in the open scientific
|
} -
!\ IDterview, Rapiev said he was certain \ Zoology would also be viewed
i
t
|

| pation of Philip Humphrey | literature. . . ...
as Research Associate n the . -

with favor by the NMNH
[National Museum of Natu-
ral History] Senate members

Ve - .
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\ THE SMITHSONIAN'S DEFENSE CONTRACTS

N AN ALEXANDRIA OFFICE, miles from the "\ tuch Defense-related work was initiated in tbe

M )
~% when 120 g Carmichael {he Smithsonian s
famﬂiarCasﬂe,isasidewtbe | days when Leonar zhael was the Smi
lg'i;‘n";::ntl:: Institution few know exists. - | secretary—1953 to 1964. Carmichael felt aee;iiy about
Behind a door marked “Manpower Research | issues of pational mterest. Smithso nm:’sa—r?ﬁ esme
“and Advisory Services Smithsonian Institution” works ' oo Tist of Carmicbael Tocked

ntam an inventory =)
Dr. H. Wallace Sinaiko. He is & Smithsonian researcher cabinets. The [ist refers wgs;;eﬁl §eqet r:e T, he
working under & $190,000 & year contract with the inclu one O 6,1 >3, cef e
Office of Naval Research. His subject: peychological W
studies on how to enhance recruitment, re-enlistment M‘L—— Board.

| and quality of life in the volunteer Navy. " The reports were sestroved by the Defense
Sinaiko is one of several Smithsonian researchers De ent 1n 196U, 1063, Carmichael serv odasa

_ working with the Department of Defense; over the . W&wm 950 an a)a

" past decade Defense Departme;tnﬁonu;;its with the _ director © the Human ogy ), 8

. Smithsonien have totaled $10 miZion. " research board funded by the Central Intelligepce

! ?:?:mmt al;g?ic‘%x;ga ff; gﬁ;ﬁ)yof the ' Agency, and 8 conduit for & varie'cvp:‘:;co ' prget:l; —

* Pacific project says the Smithsonian's aselstant p::tmgi o I‘/e%rmc;ves wncf worked for the fun
m of science, none of the contracts were - mgn2< e N eement nOL 10 "

g e s o ma it b nlny |- Siome st e LNES,
with a Navy grant, an Air Force study of the - Carmichsel wes ”mb“ﬁé“ o?that ngiba would not be

. Demilitarized Zone in Korea focusing on “diseases of . fantastic image. Anybody 0 _

. Ipan transmitted by animal vectors,” and a 1966-1968 . mvolved in anzedhankv panky’A'I‘?at wasgﬁcet}ny___;ﬁeve

" ; : : : C ormer )

ol e | | P o prg

| SouthesstAsh o v ithsoni ' | ut did not participate in any : -

' Throughout the early 19605, the Smithsoman | : e on the HEF wasina reonal

" Astrophysical Observatory (SAO), a network of ichael's activicy op (¢ o H il Flowever,
observatories funded in part by NASA, did work for capactty, an aln K roject for HEF waswem

~ the U.S. Air Force 25 part of the observatory’s routine | ______—‘228———2—&'—"’“::; ti:‘;ne" ua B o o Cormichael’s
gamtemlhh:eom'l‘;;chng ;};gam.ma ds é mex‘n;; lﬁéhReA D’s appointment cites numeroﬁ\:s meetings Wi

" request, several Soviet satellites have been tra 2 el 5;2‘5;’““‘”“‘“ OHICE. s working

e omoccsion educed me bt 2 P e O aelsied o bilogical wespons: 1o

. USAT.. . . Seversl SAQ personnel v 00 O o Faonian was asked by & reporter Bbout

, 977 the Sroithsonian was 85 _
\ NORAD (Colorado Springs) to consxilt on_operatlonal e between the s Drofect and the

d communication techniques. . . . Y _ cials
‘ o December 1972 report notes: “Costos 520 (1972 W
. 72-A) was tracked for four days by special request of met o A wor

the US. Air Force.” ' wﬂm 5

: , ine to an 1 temalmemo.Thevweretoldthat :
In one instance, the SAQ request was declined by a . according to s0 iotermal MM P T
* foreign researcher. On Nov. 11, 1964, an Indian | “there wat DO official Smithsonan roleonalth 3

i associated With asa
scientist wrote from an observatory in that country: someone i .
“While we shall be too happy to track such NORAD Sonsultant to the CIA-front 03:ganmﬁon which passed |

us in & rather embarrassing situation if we were asked Smithsonian t;m_:ﬁ__m_ en;_ E'tgsomnt;n"e' _uv?::med someone
1o track NORAD or any other satellites on behalf of mcha 3 foj-m l;rll e

| military agencies . . _You will appreciate thatasa \Ca'nm m‘:}e’l e - an more

| young scientific institution in a non-aligned country it M,I———‘—E‘—_—__CWM COB% g’w S,]n;mnsoe

| would be best for us to keep away from such \ Ol'l;l:v L= ) rene :

| controversies.” . 1| e POk iz e

on Riplev

evidenced some type of involvernent, direct Or .
ndirect, between your Insttution and Agency-

1
|
T ch fun! ncy. -
tellites in which SAO or other agencies, including g%w . .
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 sponsored research in the 1950s and 1960s into various
88 of human behavioral control” Lapham wrote
the Smithsonian asking “whether you believe the

 dentity of the Smithsonian should continue to be
protected against disclosure by this Agency.”

The Smithsonian chose not to release the new
information. In & Nov. 18, 1977, letter to the CIA,
Ripley wrote: “Because the Smithsonian in no wa
participated in this program, I believe it would be
unfair and improper to disclose the institution’s name
In connection with it . . . It would, I believe, be a

| tragic disservice to the e of the Uni tates
| and the world should ée gmmman's aﬁmty 1o
|_carry out its congressional mandate of ‘Increase and
diffusion of Eow;aEe among men’ be Impaired.
| Therefore I request that the Centr ence
y

_Agency not disclose the TSRS e hr e

context as be%g' mvolved In %encv-s@nsored

| Into human vioral contro,

| _ Nothing has been released under a Freedom of
Information Act request to the CIA filed by The

| Washington Post in 1982 asking about links between

the Ccy and the Smithsonian. The request 1s still
&@&P?—OM, says the CIA. - —Ted Gup
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